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Claims 7 and 8 are pendix^g in the instant application. 
Cl>$i?ns 7 and 8 have been rel80ted> ClaimB 7 and 8 have been 
ari'^ended. new r:i.atter has been, added by these ar^ieadmeats to the 
claimc:* Reconsideration is respectf^^lly requested in light of 
these ainendxuenta and the foilov?ing remarks . 

I. Rejection of Claims TJnsier 35 IT.S.C> §112. First Paragraph 

Clairas 7 and 8 under 35 U>S.C. first paragraph^ as 

failing to coirsply with the enablefuent requirenient v The Bxairiirier 
suggests that the claims contain subject i^atter vdiioh v^ae not 
described in the specification in such a t^ay as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which It is n^oat 
nearly connected,- to make and/or nee the invention. The Ej^amxner 
suggeats that the specification does not indicate that 
cyciophilin B interaction with a soaiatola.ctoqenic horrriione is 
eseential to any somatolactogenic function, and eepecially not 
iiiiore than one such function as required by the claime. The 
Examiner suggests that the nature of the invention is highly 
oomplex and although the specification provides teaching of the 
interacti.on of oyclophllin S. with prolactin and growth hormone it 
fails to provide teaching of whether or not a corn.pound that 
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.inhibits:^: binding would affect a. somatolactogenic function 
generally or even in vinro prolactin induced proiiferation or 
nuciear translocation of prolactin, i^ore specifically. The 
Examiner auggests it would require undue experimentation to 
practice the invention as ciairsedv Applicants respectfully 
traverse this rejection * 

At the outset , ^xppiicanta have amended claini 7^ and by 
dependency c:Iai5Tt to recite that the r?iethod of the instant 
invention la a ^-lethod of rdentifying teat conpounda as inhibitors 
of somatolactogenic hormone- induced cell proliferation ^hich 
coT:tprises assessing the ability of a potential inhibitor coi^pound 
to inhibit interaction of cyclophilin B with a somatolactogenic 
hormone, where inhibition of the interaction of cyclophilin B 
with the son\atolactogenic hormone results in decreased levels of 
cell proliferation V Support for this aA^endii^ent to the olain^B can 
be found throughout the apeci float ion aa filed but in particular 
at pages 5^6 where it is taught that cyolophiiin B and not 
cyclophilin a enhances the .ds^atri^Se^iiaaali gro-^^th of cella in 
culture that is stimulated by prolactin, 

As is discussed, in the specification as filed^ cyclophilin B 
increases prolactin driven cell growth or proliferation and does 
so in a dose -dependent manner (see teachings at page 6, lines 1- 
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6. The dose-dependent nature of the affect indicates 
specificity that involves a specific interaction of cyolophllln B 
with prolactin^ not the involvement of another co?ripound t^s is 
aaserted by the Examiner. Further ^ aa is taught in. the 
specif ic^st ion as fi.ledf prolactin cannot prod'uce its actions in 
cells ^^'ithoot the input of a chaperone protein, one such as 
cycioph.ilin E (see page 4, lines 13'"16) . S'urther, at page 6. 
lines 6-18, the action of cyclophilin B to enhance 
.scmatclactogenic function is described in even greater detail and 
shown to be related to c.yciophil.ln B interaoting with 
so.n"?a to lactogenic horraones not other cytokines, Thereforej the 
specification as filed provides one of skill with specific 
evidence that the interaction of cyclophilin ,E with prolactin is 
necessary for induction or enhancement of ceil proliferation or 
cell orcwthv One of skill would^ therefore, understand that 
compounda that inhibit this interaction are then compounds that 
would inhibit prolaotin-induced cell proliferation v This is a 
basic prLnciple of pharmacology and toxicology ^>^here inhibitors 
are oorrpounda that prevent specific interactions frOiTi ooourringj 
acting in. a dose-^dependent ?nan.ner. It v^oald not require undue 
experimentation for one of skill to test compounds for their 
afciiity to inhibit cyclophilin B prolactin interactions in order 
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to identity inhibitors of prolactin-induced oell proliferation. 
Accordingly, the claims as aniended r^ieet the requireriients of 35 
D.S.C. 112, first paragraph. l?vithdra^;al of this rejection ia 
re ep e c t f 1 1 y r e a s t a d . 



X I . CoBcl us ion 

applicants believe that the foregoing co^nprises a full and 
oompl^^te response to the Office Action of reccrd. Acccrdingly^ 
favorable reconsideration and subsequent allovvance of the pending 
claiiT^a is earnestly solicited. 
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